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Density matrices in quantum field theory: Non-Markovianity,

path integrals and master equations
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Density matrices are powerful mathematical tools for the description of closed and open
quantum systems. Recently, methods for the direct computation of density matrix elements
in scalar quantum field theory were developed based on thermo field dynamics (TFD) and
the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. In this article, we provide a more detailed discussion of
these methods and derive expressions for density matrix elements of closed and open systems.
At first, we look at closed systems by discussing general solutions to the Schrodinger-like
form of the quantum Liouville equations in TFD, showing that the dynamical map is indeed
divisible, deriving a path integral-based expression for the density matrix elements in Fock
space, and explaining why perturbation theory enables us to use the last even in situations
where all initial states in Fock space are occupied. Subsequently, we discuss open systems in
the same manner after tracing out environmental degrees of freedom from the solutions for
closed systems. We find that, even in a general basis, the dynamical map is not divisible,
which renders the dynamics of open systems non-Markovian. Finally, we show how the
resulting expressions for open systems can be used to obtain quantum master equations, and
comment on the artificiality of time integrals over density matrices that usually appear in

many other master equations in the literature but are absent in ours.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Basically, most realistic quantum systems have to be treated as open, which means that they are
interacting with some type of environment that impacts the system but whose own dynamics is not
fully considered. In practice, this is realized by tracing out the environmental degrees of freedom
from the mathematical description of the total system consisting of the subsystems of interest and
their environments. Open quantum systems not only find applications in non-relativistic physics,

see, e.g., Refs. [THI], but also in quantum field theory [I0H31], cosmology [32H64], black hole physics
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[65HTT], or heavy-ion physics [T2HRT].

Density matrices are frequently used to mathematically describe open quantum systems. Their
elements can be obtained by either solving quantum master equations or by directly computing
them; see, for example, Refs. [23], [82]. The open dynamics described by density matrices can be
Markovian, i.e., without memory effects of the environment, or non-Markovian, which means that
changes in the environment at some earlier time may affect the system’s dynamics at a later time.
An often employed definition of Markovianity is the concept of CP-divisibility [83] 84]. It means
that the dynamical map ®(¢,0) that brings the density matrix from an initial time 0 to a later
time ¢ is completely positive (CP) and divisible, i.e., ®(¢,0) = ®(¢,¢')®(¢',0) for some intermediate
time t'. However, as it was pointed out in Ref. [85], CP-divisibility is not a sufficient condition for
Markovianity. Though, conversely, Markovianity implies divisibility [85]. Therefore, if divisibility
is broken, this indicates non-Markovian dynamics.

Employing earlier results from Refs. [16] [17], Ref. [23] recently presented a formalism for directly
computing reduced density matrix elements in a Fock basis of scalar quantum field theory, which
is based on thermo field dynamics (TFD) [86-H89] and the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [90, O1].
In Ref. [82], this formalism was adapted for closed systems. Both Refs. [16, 23] claim to provide
non-Markovian descriptions of open quantum systems, but do not discuss this in any detail. In
addition, even though the results of both articles are closely related, as of yet, it has not been
investigated how the master equation approach from Ref. [16] can be recovered from the direct
computation method in Ref. [23].

In this article, we provide an accessible introduction to the methods presented in Refs. [23| [82]
and discuss the open issues mentioned above. For this, we first consider closed systems and
discuss solutions to the Schrodinger-like form of the quantum Liouville equation in TFD. We
do our discussion both for the exact case and, assuming all self-interactions and interactions of
the considered subsystems to be sufficiently small, up to second order in perturbation theory.
Subsequently, we show that, as it should be, the dynamical map for a general closed system is
divisible. We then derive an expression for the total density matrix elements in a momentum
basis in Fock space, and explain why it is a powerful tool even when every initial state in Fock
space is occupied. After the discussion of closed systems, we consider open quantum systems.
In particular, we take the solutions of the Schrodinger-like quantum Liouville equation and trace
out environmental degrees of freedom. Using the resulting expression, we show that, even for
a general basis, the dynamical map is not divisible. After applying the Born approximation in

the perturbative case, we find that divisibility is broken by connected correlation functions of the



environment and the system-environment interactions. This supports the claims of Refs. [16] 23]
that their methods describe dynamics that are not Markovian. After finding expressions for reduced
density matrix elements in a Fock basis, we demonstrate how to obtain quantum master equations
from the results of Ref. [23], which allows us to recover the master equation approach presented in

Ref. [16].

II. CLOSED SYSTEMS

We begin our investigation by looking at general solutions to the quantum Liouville equation.
For this, we use natural units with A = ¢ = 1 and stay in the interaction picture throughout the

entire article. The interaction picture Liouville equation is given by [92]

2 plt) = —ilA(), o) )
where H 7(t) comprises all Hamiltonians that describe self-interactions of the considered systems
in the Hilbert space H and interactions between them. For example, if we consider two systems
A and B, then Hy(t) = Ha(t) + Hp(t) + Hap(t), where H4(t) and Hpg(t) are the self-interactions
of A and B, respectively, and H Ap(t) describes interactions between both systems. Eq. can
simply be solved by either
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with T and T standing for time-ordering and anti-time-ordering, respectively. Note that, for
notational convenience, we use ¢t = 0 as the initial time in this article. While Eq. serves as the
starting point for deriving the Lindblad master equation [93], Eq. has the advantage that it
does not depend on integrations of the density matrix in all times from 0 to t.

Next, we lend tools from TFD [86H89] in order to get a different perspective on Eq. . In
our context, we can see TFD as an algebraic version of the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [90), 91],
which is formulated on a closed time path; see Fig. [I] The Schwinger-Keldysh formalism offers a
powerful way of computing expectation values of operators on a single time slice in terms of path
integrals, and serves as the basis for the famous Feynman-Vernon influence functional [94]. TFD

is set in a doubled Hilbert space H=H"® H~, where H™ and H~ each are the Hilbert space H
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FIG. 1: Taken from Refs. [23], 82]; schematic depiction of the closed time path for a density
matrix p evolving from an initial time 0 to a final time ¢ and backwards; all degrees of freedom
are doubled and associated with either the + or — branch of the closed time path. Formally, the
time coordinate on the 4+ branch is shifted by =+ie, and operators are

time-ordered /anti-time-ordered on the + branch/ — branch.

that we have considered earlier, but are now associated to the + and — branch of the closed time

path, respectively. In practice, this means that we can define operators

A

Ot =09l , O =107, (4)
with 7 indicating time-reversal, that can act on states

jap, b)) = o) @ [b) (5)

in some basis of the doubled Hilbert space. Furthermore, we can define a state [87]
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where [h) is a normalized basis state of the Hilbert space H, ¥ is a ) for a discrete basis and/or
a [ for a continuous basis with the inner product (h|g) = 6(h — g) with 6(h — g) either being the
Kronecker delta (discrete basis) or the Dirac delta (continuous basis). Note that the state in Eq. (6]
is time- and picture-independent [23]. Using Eq. @, TFD enables us to compute expectation values

of operators as

(O() = TrO()p(t) = (1O (H)p™ (L) = (1O~ ()p~ (H1)" . (7)

In addition, the quantum Liouville equation can be expressed in a Schrodinger-like form

0
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where Hj(t) := Hy(t) ® I — 1 ® Hj(t); see App. [Al We can solve Eq. (8) either by

A1) = 5O i / dr H; ()5 (1)]1) (9)
0
or by
F(0I1) = Texp | —i / drHy(r) | pro)|Ly | (10)
0

corresponding to the solutions in Egs. and . Since we want to translate these solutions into
path integrals when looking at the Fock basis, it is useful to replace the Hamiltonian by introducing

an action operator [23]

Hy(r) = H(r)— Ho(r)
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where Sy(t) := Sp(t) ® I — I ® S;(t), and Sj(t,0) =: S;(t) for notational convenience. Above, the
sum over ¢ extends over all dynamical field degrees of freedom, each of which is collectively denoted

as ¢f. Egs. @ and become

PO = 41O+ [ dr LSt (12
0
and
FrOI) = exp [i8(0)] 5 O)I1)
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where we have used T:S’\?(t) = §}l(t) Similarly to Egs. and , the right-hand side of Eq.

depends on integrations of the density matrix in the entire interval [0, ¢], while the right-hand side

of Eq. does not. Since Egs. and are equivalent, we conclude that all the memory

of the considered systems after the initial time must be encoded in the sum over all powers of the

action operator Sy (t).



Using a series expansion, we can further illustrate the equivalence between Eqgs. and .
Iteratively substituting Eq. into itself, we find

FHOI) = FHO)1) +i8r(p O)I1) — S8H0)* (0)1)
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In addition, from Eq. (13)), we get
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As anticipated, up to second order, and clearly up to any higher order we could consider, the terms

in Eqs. and are identical.

Next, we show that the dynamical map acting on p7(0)|1)) on the right-hand side of Eq. is
indeed divisible as we would expect due to the cocycle property of unitary evolution operators [95].
For this, we consider an intermediate time ¢’ with 0 < ¢ < ¢, and recall that S 1(b,a) is defined as
an integral from time a to time b over a Hamiltonian, such that S7(b,a) = S;(b, ¢) + Si(c, a). We

can now prove divisibility by showing that
exp [igl(t)} = exp [igj(t,t/)] exp |:i§[(t,):| . (16)

d
For ¢/ =0 (or t/ =t), Eq. is trivially true. Hence, we have to show that the derivative g7 of

this equation’s right-hand side vanishes. Due to

%exp [151(75 t)} — —iexp [i§1(t,t’)] %SI( ), %exp [151( )} - 1%51( #) exp [13*1(75’)] , (17)

see App. B] we have indeed
dci’ (exp [151(15 t)} exp [i§]<t/):|> =0, (18)

and hence

FHOL) = exp [iS:(0)] 57 (O)11)
= exp [igf(t, t’)} exp [i?I(t')] PROIE (19)

which proves divisibility.



A. General basis

In order to make quantitative predictions, it is often useful to know the density matrix elements
in a particular basis. The total density matrix can be expressed as a sum and/or an integral over

all basis vectors of the Hilbert space H:

pt) = img;b;w 0:8) (it (20)
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where p(g; h;t) := (g;t| p(t) |h; t) are the density matrix elements with p*(h;g;t) = p(g; b;t). Fol-
lowing Ref. [82], we can directly compute a matrix element p(g;b;¢) at time ¢ by using Eq. (7)),
such that

p(g: ;1) = (g:t|p(1)[bst) = (11([b; 1) (g: t| @ Dt (1)[1)) (21)
and subsequently substituting either Eq. or Eq. , and :

p(g;h;t) = (g+;h-;tlexp [i§1(t)] I pla; b;0)]ay; b_;0)

ab
SN 1~
~ (g+;b-;t| [11+151(t) - 25?(?5)} Ip(a;b;o)m;b—;O» : (22)
ab
While in many cases we could simply evaluate Eq. in its given form, in others, e.g., in quantum
field theory, it can be useful to take some additional steps in order rewrite this equation in terms

of path integrals. We will do so in the next subsection.

B. Momentum basis in Fock space

Next, we make closer contact with the method presented in Ref. [82] and consider a closed system
consisting of two different scalar field species ¢ and x. Each of these species has its associated
Fock space, such that the Hilbert space H of the total system is the direct product of the two Fock
spaces. We choose to work in a momentum basis, such that the density matrix can be expanded
as

00 1 1 J
o0 = 3 g / <AH dHKA> (;] dHLB) pra(KTIL 0 K50 (L5, (23)

where [ := (iy,iy) and J := (j4, jy) are bi-indices with factorials I! := iyli, ! and J! := jglj,!; we

(%).k(l) ,kng) and LJ = 1(1) 1(j¢).1(1) -,lg(jX)

: I._ (D)
use the short-hand notation K* := k¢ ""’k¢> s ky s PRFRRY PatHS AP



for the 3-momenta; and

I 2 ix
I amea == | I] de((;) 11 ) | (24)
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with Eﬁ¢ being the on-shell energy associated with the scalar field ¢ and the momentum kg. The

where

subscripts on the density matrix elements on the right-hand side of Eq. label the occupation
numbers in Fock space, i.e., the numbers of ¢- and x-particles. For ¢, we introduce annihilation

and creation operators [16]

af(t) = +i / TP, bl 5 AT (1) = i / X! D
X X

is(t) = —i /X PR bl (1) =+ /x PR, b (26)
where
/ = / d*x (27)
T Q4
with Q; := [0,#] x R3, and 8t,E§ = 3t — iEg,). Further, we introduce b and b as creators and

annihilators for y of the same form as a' and a. Note that we have introduced QZA);EX = gzgi(t,x) for
notational convenience.
We now want to find an expression for the density matrix element pg.r(K|L7|t) by using
Eq. for the chosen Fock basis. This means that we write
pa(KCILH 1) = (K LH 5t exp [151(1)]

oo

x ) Nl/(H dHRA> (H dHPB> pr.7(RI|P?|0)|RL; P7;0)) . (28)

1,J=0

Next, we pull out all creation and annihilation operators that, introducing the TFD vacuum vector
|0)) :=]0) ® |0), act like
ap'0) = [p+)) »  aplksiko) = (2m) 256 (k — p)lk) (29)

(and similarly for b' and b). This leaves us with

pein (KO LH|t) = Z il / (H anA> (H de3> pr.1(R'|P7|0)

1,J=0
X (0l (Db (D (b (8) exp [iS1(1)|
x a0 )i} ), O)10) . (30)



where &;G (t) = d:((;)(t) d;:(%)(t) and b;gg (t) = b;rg(l) (t) ...b:;gx)(t), etc. Substituting Eq.
¢
into Eq. (30]), we obtain [82]:

- X0 {GH (—j)HHI . J J L
,OG;H(K IL7t) = Z g X0.G )1(IOI/I,IH_M+/ 1}—[ dllpa H dllps pl?J(R [£710)
’ =1

1,J=0 YO,IJ/O/,J_)(]— B=1

></ exp {—i(K°XY — LX) +i(R'Y! - P'Y")}
XGX'HylIy!J

G H I J
X (H 8X0’A,EKA> (H 8;0"B,ELB> <H a;O’C,ERC> (H aYO’vD,EPD)
A=1 B=1 Cc=1 D=1
X <<0|¢;;F(G>A(;GQAS;(/H X;(/H C€Xp [i§I (t)} QB;I X;I Qg;ufé;u 0)) (31)

G . igsty : : . 0,6 . .0 0 ..0 0
where we have defined i” := i x for the imaginary unit; X% : T, 1) Lo (900 Trs(1) - Ty (g0)

for the time coordinates; X¢ := X (1)1 Kb (g5) Koo (1)7 -+ K, (gy) for the spatial coordinates; and

i+ .+ I+ ot ot
Pxc ¢x¢,(1>”'¢%,<g¢) and Xy : Xay, a1y

have defined

. )@'X (o) etc. for the field operators. In addition, we
(9x

G
[[ox0ap , =0, zo .0 o O px 00 px (32)
A a ,E 0 ,E T ,E e Up 7E 5
o] K Zo,(1) kg;) Lo.(a4) k((:%) x:(1) kg(l) x:(9x) kgch)

and introduced limits for the time coordinates in order to assure that the Klein-Gordon operators
act only on the fields external to the actions. Next, we write Sy(t) = §¢(t) + §X(t) + §¢X(t), where
§¢(t) and §X(t) describe the self-interactions of ¢ and x, respectively, and §¢X(t) represents the

interaction between both systems. Since the last line of Eq. (31)) is a correlation function, we can
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express it in terms of path integrals, such that we obtain

co -G+J( i)H-i-I

J
1 —
pG;H(KG|LH|t) - Z 1J! XOGXO/H_>t+/ (H dHRA) (H dHPB) pl;J(RqPJ‘O)
B=1

I,J=0 Yy O0.1 YO/ J 50—

x/ exp {—i(K°XY — LX) +i(R'Y' — P/Y")}
XGX!HYyIy!J

G H 1 J
X (H 6X0,A,EKA> (H a;k(O/,B7ELB) (!:—[1 8;0,07ERC> <H aYO/,D,EPD>

/ D¢iDX IS ¢]+IS X] ¢XG XxG ¢;(/H X)_(/H eiS¢ (t)—HS +IS¢X ¢ X}—tl (b)_//JX;//J
0 iGJrJ( i)HJrI

J
- I\ pJ
> I!J!XOGXU,HM%/ <H dHRA> (H dHPB> pr.;(RY|P7|0)
B=1

1,J=0 YOIyO/J_>0—

%

></ exp {—i(K°XY — LX) +i(R'Y' — P/Y")}
XGX'Hyly!J

G H I J
X (9X0,A7EKA 8XO/’B7ELB aYO’CvERc ayo/,D7EPD
A=1 B=1 Cc=1 D=1

" / DDyt SIS St X e b X { 1+ iSy[e; 1] + 1S, [x; 1]
5 1[4 - - o
+iSgy [0, x:1] = 5 [Siw; t]+ S t] + S5, [0, x: t] + 28405 ]Sy [x; 1]
+28 (63 t) Sy [0, X3 1] +2§X[x;t]§¢x[¢,x;t]] }¢§1x§1¢;,1x;,J , (33

where D¢t := DptDo; S|g] := S[¢T] — S[¢] is the free action functional of ¢ with S[¢T] =
Jo, Ll¢"] for the Lagrangian L[¢™]; Yo = ¢£¢>, <1>"'¢;¢, (o)} and analogous definitions hold for
X- S¢, [0 ], [x;t] and S¢x [@, x; t] are the self-interaction action functionals for ¢ and y, and the
interaction action functional. They are defined in the same manner as the free action functionals.
The last three lines in Eq. can be evaluated by using Wick’s theorem [96], which gives rise
to products of different types of two-point functions. Such expressions can then be depicted in
terms of Feynman diagrams. However, it should be noted that, at least for closed systems and as
long as we consider only vacuum expectation values for zero temperature, only contractions of two
+-labelled or two —-labelled fields are valid, and mixed contractions vanish [23].

Eq. offers us a direct way of computing total density matrix elements in Fock space. At
first glance, this equation seems to be difficult to apply if all or many of the Fock space states
are occupied at the initial time. However, due to our restriction to second order in perturbation
theory, there are many instances when Eq. is powerful even in such cases. For example, if we
consider an interaction A¢yx? with coupling constant A and want to compute the density matrix

elements pp 2.0,2(t), which correspond to nil ¢-particles and two x-particles at the final time, then
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only initial density matrix elements of the forms pg2.02(0), po,2:1,0(0), p1,0:0,2(0), and p1,0.1,0(0)

need to be considered at second order in A; see Fig. Vice versa, if only initial density matrix

~
~ -
had -
~ ,& __________________________ -
- B N g S g S MU S ]E ﬂ <
- ™~ .
- ~
- -~
- ~
(c) (d)
-~ -~ -~
~ ~ -
~ ~ rd
~ -~ -
O W i — -~ -
~, <
-~ <
PP 7.\ T g g e - -~
rd rd ~
- - ~
-~ -~ -~
- e ~

FIG. 2: (f) was taken from Ref. [82], and (a)-(e) are based on it. (a)-(f) show all possible,
non-divergent diagrams up to second order in A that contribute to density matrix elements of the
form pg 2,0,2(¢) for the interaction Apx2. The crossed box represents an insertion of the initial
density matrix element, a solid line is a ¢ propagator, and a dashed line is a x propagator. (a)-(c)
arise from the initial condition pg 2.0,2(0), (d) from pg2.1,0(0), (e) from p; 0,0.2(0), and (f) from

£1,0;1,0(0).

elements p1 0.1,0(0) are non-vanishing, i.e., those that correspond to a single ¢-particle without any
correlations to other states in H, then up to second order in A, only density matrix elements of
the form p1.0.1,0(t), p1,0.02(%), Po,2:1,0(t), po.2:0.2(t), p1,0:1,2(t), and p1,2.1,0(t) are relevant for us at
the final time; see Fig.|3] In a similar manner, this logic also holds for reduced density matrices of

open quantum systems, which is why we do not discuss this issue again in Sec.

III. OPEN SYSTEMS

Now we consider open quantum systems. This means that the total Hilbert space is separated
into two Hilbert spaces, one for the system S and one for the environment &, such that H = S®£.
In order to find the reduced density matrix for the system, we make the usual assumption that there
are no initial correlations between system and environment, which means that p(0) = ps(0)®pg(0),

and then trace out the environmental degrees of freedom, i.e., ps(t) = Trgp(t). From Eq. we
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FIG. 3: (b) and (d) were taken from Ref. [82], and (a), (c), (e) and (f) are based on these figures.
(a)-(f) show all possible, non-divergent diagrams that can be obtained at up to second order in A

for the interaction A¢x? and the only non-vanishing initial density matrix element being
p1,0,1,0(0). (a) corresponds to p1o:1.0(t), (b) to p1002(t), (¢) to po.21,0(t), (d) to po202(t), (e) to
p1o:1.2(t), and (f) to p121,0(t).

already know how to take traces in TFD. Introducing |1)) = |1))s ® |1))¢, and simply using ¢((1|
on Eq. , we find

FEOM)s = eUlexp [i81(0)] 7 OINepg O)1)s - (34)

We now separate the action operator into self-interaction terms for system and environment, and
a term that describes the interaction between both subsystems, such that Sy (t) = Ss(t) 4+ Se(t) +

§Sg(t). Clearly, only the last two of those terms are affected by the trace, and since Trgpg(0) = 1,
Eq. becomes

FEOM)s = exp [18s(t) +iSm(t)] 7O | (35)
where we have introduced the influence action operator S 1r(t) via
exp |i85(t) +iS7r(t)] = e(1]exp [i85(t) +iSe(t) +iSse(t)| AE () 1)e . (36)
which for [Ss(t), Sse(t)] = 0 reduces to

exp [iS1r(t)] = e(1lexp [iSe(t) +iSse(t)] 7O . (37)
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and describes the impact of the environment on the system. After introducing the shorthand

notation
(0) = (UOpF(0)[1)e (38)

up to second order in perturbation theory, and for [Se (t), Sse(t)] = 0, the influence action operator

takes on the form

Si(t) = —iln (expliSe(t) + iSse(t)])
(Se(t)) + (Sse (8)) + 5[(53(1) + 2 (Se () Sse (1)) + (57,56 (1))

5 [(Be®) +2(Se(t) (Sse (1)) + (Sse1))] - (39)

1%

After expanding Eq. (36]), we can write Eq. as

pEOYs ~ {T+i85(0) - 5580 +i50(0) - 55(0) - Ss(05ur () | 5O
= {1 80) +1Be(0) +1Be(0) - 55300 - 3 (B2(0) - § (82e(0)
~5i(0) (Be(1) ~ (1) (Sse() ~ Be)Sse(0) | AFOIL)s - (40)

This means that we can write the reduced density matrix elements in a general basis as

ps(gihit) = s{{g+;b-;t[exp [i§s(t) + i§1F(t)} ips(a; b;0)lat; b—;0)s (41)
ab
poasti) = sari-stl{T+ 18500 +1(Se(o) +(Sse0) - 35300) - 5 G20) - 5 (Be(0)

—Ss(t) (Se(t)) — Ss(t) (Sse(t)) — (Se(t)Sse(t)) } Ips(a; b;0)[ay;b;0)s . (42)

ab
Next, we can check whether the dynamical map on the right-hand side of Eq. is divisible.
For this, we apply the same logic as for the closed systems in Sec. [T, This means that we again

consider an intermediate time ¢’ with 0 < ¢ < t and check whether

exp i§5(t)+i§fp(t)} — exp [ﬁg(t,t')+i§m(t,t')} exp [i§5(t')+i§m(t')}, (43)

~ o~

respectively, for [Ss(t), Sse(t)] = [Se(t), Sse(t)] = 0,

exp [i?,F(t)} = exp [ﬁm(t,t’)} exp [i?m(t')} , (44)
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is true. Again, this equation is clearly fulfilled for ¢ = 0 or ¢’ = t. Now we take the derivative
with respect to ¢’ of the right-hand side of Eq. while taking into account the definition of the

influence action operator in Eq. . We then find

ddt’{ exp [iS\IF(t,t/)] exp [igIF(t/)} }
d [Sg( ") + §sg(t/)}> (exp [i@g(t’) + igsg(t/)b

— i(exp [i§g(t,t’) + i§ss(t,t’)] g
e [igg(t,t/)+i§sg(t,t’)]> <dd/ [sg( o §S€(t')] exp [i§g(t’)+i§sg(t’)]> , (45)

which generally does not vanish. This means that Eq. is not fulfilled for all values of ¢/, which
in turn implies that the dynamical map on the right-hand side of Eq. is not divisible. Marko-
vianity implies divisibility [85]. Since divisibility in Eq. is broken, this equation describes
non-Markovian dynamics. Eq. was derived from the quantum Liouville equation , without
any additional assumptions or specifications of a particular system, by tracing out the environ-
mental degrees of freedom. Consequently, it is the most general description of an open quantum
system. This means that, without further assumptions or approximations, every open quantum
system is non-Markovian. Since the method in Ref. [23] is derived from projecting Eq. into a
Fock basis, we can now confirm the claim that it is describing non-Markovian dynamics.

As in Sec. [[Il we can also look at the perturbative case. For open systems, this means that we
have to investigate the right-hand side of Eq. . Of course, we again find that divisibility is
broken as in the exact case in Eq. . However, the perturbative case gives rise to an interesting
additional detail. After applying the Born approximation [92] p(t) ~ ps(t) ® pg, we find to second

order

PEM)s = exp [fs t] exp [lsg< ) +iSse(t)]) 50

+iSe(t) +Sse () ]) pE(0)|1)s

Q
@

»
o
rT1
C/)

@

»
T
Q.
&
—~
~
—

~ S S

}
—{(Ss(t, ') + Bse(t, 1)) (Se(t) + §sg<t’>)>) pEOI1)s
exp [iﬁg(t, t’)} {exp [i§g(t, ') +iSse t, t’)b pE 1)
+( (Se(t,t') + Sse(t t')) (Se(t') + Sse(t'))
—((8e(tt) + Bse(t. 1)) (Se(t) + Bse(®))) ) AEO)I)s (46)

Q

This means that, at second order in perturbation theory and when the Born approximation can
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be applied, divisibility (and, therefore, Markovianity) is broken by additional terms

A, ) = (((Se(t,t) + Sse(t,t)) (Se(@) + Sse ()
— (Se(t,#) + Sse(t,4)) (Se(t)) + Sse(¥)) ) s (01 (47)

that appear in the last two lines of Eq. . These terms are connected correlation functions of
the environment and the system-environment interaction. Generally, these terms will not vanish,

which implies that the dynamical map on the right-hand side of Eq. is indeed not divisible.

A. Momentum basis in Fock space

Next, we again consider a momentum basis in Fock space. This time, ¢ corresponds to the

system S and y to the traced-out environment £. At first, we expand the reduced density matrix:

A 00 1 % i . .
pot) = 3 i'j'/ (H dnk<a)) (Hdnl(b)> i (kD k@M 10)q)
e a=1 b=1

1,7=0
x kM kD) W19 (48)

where we have dropped the index ¢ from the density matrix elements for notational convenience.
Furthermore, we realize that the influence action in Eq. (37) can actually be expressed in terms of

path integrals over x:

exp [§1F(t)] = (exp [1§X(t) +i8,, (t)] by (49)

with the expectation value for any operator A that depends on x given by [10} [16] R2]

+

—~ Xt ~

(A)y = /dX?:dX(:)té(X?_ — o0 | DxFanexp {iStl} (50)
Xo

where py[x5;0] == (xd|px(0)xg) is a density functional in the field basis; A[x%] is a projection

of A into the field basis, which in our case corresponds to the usual action functionals of y; and

S[x;t] := S[xT;t] — S[x";t] is the free action functional of x. For practical purposes, we again

focus on the perturbative case, such that

Si(t) ~ (S(t) + Ban0) + 5 [S20) + 25,08 0(t) + B2, 0]

(Su)2 + 205 O (S ) + S ())2] - (51)

i
2
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Next, we define creators and annihilators of ¢ in the same way as in Eq. and essentially follow
the same procedure as in Sec. but now applied to Eq. . Doing so, leads us to

o (kW k1M M) =

L 19T (i)t

i J
Z 219! 0 0 lgn 07 +/ (H dHF(a)) <H dHS(b))
e L1y (g) T (1) T(n) a=1 b=1

45=0 0 0,0/ 00—
y(l)v-"vy(i)7y(1)7--~7y(j)

X pi.j(r(l),...,r(i);s(l),...,s(j);O)/

X(1) X () X{1) X ()Y (W)Y @)Y (1) Y (5)

h i J
X exp {—i ( Z k(a)x(a) - Z l(“)xl(a)> + i( r(“)y(a) - s(“)y'(a)> }
a=1 a=1

a=1 a=1

h i j
X 0 0 ¢ 8*0, ¢ 8*0 ® 0 o b
<al;]l:l x(“)’Ek(“)> (l;[[ Torfie )\ Ve P (11_11 YiayFya

o4 - oo S,0+HSeM) i+ a+ a— 4
X¢<<O|¢:<1>"'¢;<g>¢w21>'”¢w’<h>e s(6)+ 1F<t>¢y+(l>,_,¢y+(i) 00 - (52)

b

! . !
Yoy Y%
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In the same way as we did for the total density matrix elements in Sec. [IB] we translate the

correlation function in Eq. into a path integral, such that we obtain

P (kD kD10 10 )

>\ 9t (=)t

i J
1
_ lim /<| [ dnn <a>> (Hdﬂ <b>>
E: 171 : ’
BIE e alye g wm‘”+ a=1 b=1

$=0 0 0 0/
Yy ¥y ¥y

1 i 1 j
X pi;j(r( )@l ),...,S(]);O)/
! ! ! !
x(l)x(g)x(l)x(h)y(l)y()y(l)y(])

confa(Erra- o) e

h i
9, 00 a0
<ﬂ ?a)’EdJ ) (bnl ?b) E?b) > <CH1 y(c>, r(c> ) ( 1 y(d)’ )

/D(Z)i IS ¢x<1 ¢+ ¢— (Z)_/ IS¢[t}+ISIF[¢ t]¢y(1) ¢y (b_ ¢_

T(n) Yoy VG

oo . . 7 7
1917 (—q)hti
NI = L, [ (T ame ) (TTdme
- ””<1>"""”<g> <1)’ ’<h)—>t a=1 b=1

i,j=0
0
Yy ey ¥y 80y

1 ] 1 1

X pi;j(r( )@ sl ),...,S(]);O)/ / /
! !

X(l)X(g)X(l)X(h)y(l)y(l)y(l)y(])

g h i J
X exp {—i < Z k(“)x(a) — Z l(“)x’(a)> + 1<Z r(“)y(a) — Z s(a)yza)> }

() ) (%) (0.

/D(Z)i iS[e ¢x<1 ¢+ ¢>_ '(Z);?h){l —|—i§¢[¢;t] +i<§x>x[¢§t] +i<§¢x>x[¢; t]

S35 8] + (SZ) [ ] + (5203105 ] + 28505 11 Sx)x[63 1] + 256165 8] (S ) 3 1]

M\H

2<§X§¢X>X[¢;t]] }g@(l)..% Koy (53)

Yoy TGy

where S 1r[#;t] is the influence action functional of ¢ defined as the projection of the operator in
Eq. into the ¢-field space. Note that, in contrast to the path integrals in Eq. , Eq. also
permits contractions between x* and x~, which results in Wightman propagators [23]. However,
system degrees of freedoms in Eq. , i.e., ¢ in our case, still follow the rules outlined below

Eq. and consequently only allow for contractions of two equally-labelled fields.
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B. Master equations

Finally, we want to show that Ref. [23] indeed presents general solutions to the master equation

in Ref. [16]. For this, we differentiate Eq. using the identities given in Eq. and obtain

OpEMI)s = 0485 (1) + Sere(t)] exp [iSs(t) +iS1r ()] A5 O)[1)s
= 10485 () + Sip () (L) (54)

Next, we restrict our discussion to second order in perturbation theory (as in Refs. [16] and [23])

and consequently work with Eq. . The master equation has the form

Aps()|1)s ~ |i0:(Ss(t) + (Se(t)) + (Sse(t))) — (Se(t)dSe(t)) — (9:Se(t)Sse(t))
— (Se(t)0:Sse () — (Sse(t)0eSse(t)) + (Se(t)) (0Se(t)) + (BSe(t)) (Sse(t))

~

+(Se(t)) (DuSse (1)) + (Sse(t)) (Sse () | pE () 1)s - (55)

Considering our concrete case at hand, i.e., working with system ¢ and environment y, we can

simplify Eq. ,
0 (|1 ~ {10:(Ss() + (Spn(£))) — (S (£) S (£)) — (Sy (89S (£)) — (Sipn (£)eSipn (1)
+ (Sox (1)) (0 Sy (1) | pE®) L) 6 (56)

since we know that purely x-dependent terms have to vanish under the expectation value with
respect to the environment [16, 23] because they either produce tadpole diagrams, which cancel
each other due to the structure of the doubled Hilbert space in TFD, or give rise to sums of

correlation functions that complete the largest time equation [97, 08]. Translating Eq. into a
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path integral expression for the reduced density matrix elements as in Sec. [[ITA] we find
3tﬂg~h(k(1), B 2L [N (DR

= =i (Bl + o+ Bl = Ejfy = o = By ) pgn k@, kD510, 1)

2L 19T (i)t

i J
i iE® ¢ —iE?®
—'— E —_— llm Hdl—-[r(a)el r(a‘) H b)e ! s(b)
ilg! z0 N N
i7=0 (1% (g) (1) % (h) a=1

0 0 07 07 — =
Yy =¥ Yy ¥ 7O

1 ; 1 j
xpi;j(r( ) @ gl ),...,S(]);t)/
! ! / /
x(l)x(g)x(l)x(h)y(1>y(1>y(1)y(j)

g h i J
i (S E) (S Fe)
= a=1

a=1 a=1

h i J
8 03 8* 13 8* ¢ 8 or 1)
<H HORND bl_Il HORNOW MG A CRNE dl_Il Yiay Py

X/D¢ieiS[¢]¢;’(l)...¢;‘<g)¢;21)...gb;,(h) [iat@[gb;t]+§1F[¢;t])]¢;(1)...¢y< ¢

Yo VG

~ _i(m 0
~ =i (B + o+ E

b ¢ 1 @ h).
Yo = By = e = By ) g (D, KO0, 105

e ig+j( i)h+z‘

i J
— . iE? t —iE?, t
+y lim [T dttyewe ™" ) { T] dityoe "o
ily! 9 20 2% —tt
i,j=0 (1) (g) (1) (h) a=1 b=1

0 0 07
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)i (0D, 2@ s 0 /
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g h i J
a=1 a=1

a=1 a=1

< h i J
| | 8 ¢> | | 6*0, ¢ 6* b 8

» E y ,E y 7E
a=1 (a) =1 (b) 1() =1 (c)¢(e) d=1 (d) s(d)

x / D¢iei§[¢]¢I(1)"-¢;g)¢ = [iat@w; ]+ (Sax) [#31]) — (1SySx) 3]

(1)

—(S0eS5x) [651] = (SoxeSp) [93 8] + (S} (93] (05 [czs;t]] I N 1

Yoy V)
where the first term on the right-hand side stems from projecting the time derivative on the left-
hand side of Eq. into the Fock basis. Setting ¢ = h = 1, assuming that only the density
matrix elements for ¢ = j = 1 on the right-hand side of Eq. are non-vanishing, and considering
the case of no self-interactions for ¢, we recover the master equation presented in Ref. [16], up
to the purely environment-dependent terms that we have already dropped in Eq. but which
also vanish at a later point in Ref. [16]. This means that we have just shown that, as anticipated,
the method presented in Ref. [23] must solve the master equation from Ref. [I6]. Consequently,

since in Sec. we have demonstrated that the approach from Ref. [23] does indeed describe
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non-Markovian dynamics, we can confirm the claim of Ref. [I6] that their master equation is also
non-Markovian. In addition, Eq. is a generalization of the method presented in Ref. [16] to
arbitrary occupation numbers in Fock space.

It is also worth noting that both the general master equation and the specific master
equation only contain density matrix elements at the final time ¢ and no time integrals that
include the density matrix elements. While this might, at first glance, seem unusual since more
frequently used master equations like the Lindblad equation [93] contain such time integrals, this
is not as surprising if we consider that the quantum Liouville equation does not contain such
integrals as well. In fact, since we know that the solutions in Eqs. and are equivalent, we can
clearly see that such time integrals are to some extent artificial in the sense that master equations
containing them, e.g., Lindblad [93], are usually derived by using Eq. . Master equations that
are instead derived from Eq. should generally not contain any time integrals over density matrix

elements and only density matrix elements at one particular time.

IV. CONCLUSION

Density matrices are invaluable mathematical tools for the description of closed or open quantum
systems. In recent years, powerful formalisms for computing density matrix elements in quantum
field theory, based on TFD and the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, have been developed: Ref. [16]
derived a formula for quantum master equations, and Refs. [23] and [82] discussed ways of directly
computing density matrix elements for open and closed systems, respectively.

In this article, we provided a detailed discussion of the methods presented in Refs. [16], 23] [82] in
order to make them accessible for interested researchers, especially from the open quantum system
and relativistic field theory communities. We used this opportunity to also address some previously
unanswered questions regarding these methods and open quantum systems in general.

At first, we discussed general exact and perturbative solutions of the quantum Liouville equation
in the framework of TFD. We then demonstrated that dynamical maps describing the dynamics of
general closed systems are indeed divisible. Subsequently, we focused on a closed system compris-
ing two interacting real scalar field species and derived a path integral-based formula for directly
computing the total system’s density matrix elements in Fock space. This was complemented by
a discussion of situations in which the found formula is particularly applicable. Next, we moved
on to a discussion of open quantum systems. We derived the influence action operator in an exact

form and up to second order in perturbation theory. Afterwards, we showed that, without any
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approximations or assumptions, even the exact dynamical maps of general open quantum systems
are not divisible, which implies that they are describing non-Markovian dynamics. In this way, we
have made a topical observation about general open quantum systems and verified the claims of
Refs. [16], 23] that their formalisms describe non-Markovian dynamics. After using the Born ap-
proximation in the perturbative case, we found that divisibility is broken by connected correlation
functions of the environment and the system-environment interaction. Studying these divisibility-
breaking terms in a future work might be a worthwhile endeavour and make a contribution to
the ongoing discussions about quantum non-Markovianity. After deriving path integral-based ex-
pressions for directly computing the reduced density matrix elements of an open quantum system
constituted by the scalar field ¢ interacting with an environmental scalar field x, we showed how
the results from Ref. [23] are related to those from Ref. [I6], and obtained a generalization to arbi-
trary Fock space states of the master equation formalism given in Ref. [16]. Finally, we discussed
why the master equations presented in this article do not contain time integrals over the density
matrix elements and explained that such integrals are somewhat artificial since they stem from

choosing a particular solution of the quantum Liouville equation.
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Appendix A: Schrédinger-like form of the quantum Liouville equation

Here, we show that the quantum Liouville equation can be brought into a Schrodinger-like
form in TFD. After promoting the operators in Eq. to +-labeled operators in the doubled
Hilbert space, see Eq. , we find

0

e OI) = —i{{Hi()p(t) = p(t) Hi (1) ®I}1) . (A1)

Comparing this with Eq. , we conclude that we only need to show that

(1) @ I1) = Do Hi1)]1) (A2)
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is true in order for Eq. to indeed represent a Schrodinger-like form of the quantum Liouville
equation . In order to prove that Eq. (A2) is indeed fulfilled, we expand state |1)) in terms of

eigenfunctions |n) of the Hamiltonian
1) = Yimem (A3)
n

which is always possible and find

() @)1y = () e yf n) @ [n)
- iﬁz<t>\n>®|n>

= iE n) ® [n)
= il@@En n)

- [ﬁ®ﬁ1<t>1§ﬁ|n>®rn> | (Ad)

Consequently, we now know that Eq. (A2) is fulfilled. In conclusion, this proves that Eq. is

indeed a Schrodinger-like form of the quantum Liouville equation .

Appendix B: Derivatives of exponential operators

Here, we follow Ref. [99] in order to prove Eq. , ie.,

i R~ / o . -~ / i/\ / i -~ / o i/\ / i~ /
T &P [151(75,25 )} = —iexp {151(25,15 )] dt’SI(t) » gy OXP {151(25 )} = ldt/SI(t ) exp [151(15 )] . (B1)

For this, we return to the Hamiltonian description that we have used before introducing action

operators in Eq. . We begin with

d [t t . . 1 t t ~ ~
— | dty--- | dt,T(Hr(t1) - -Hi(tn)) = lim — dty--- dt, T\ Hr(t1)--- Hr(tn
dt’/t/ ! / CHORICY) AIL%AMM ! /,f,+A (Hrttr)-- e

_/tltdtl-'-/tltdtnT<f’\I[(t1)"‘ﬁl(tn)>:| - (B2)
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Next, we consider only the first term in the square bracket on the right-hand side of Eq. (B2):
t

/turAdtl.../tt dtnT(ﬁI(tl)...ﬁI(tn))

/+A

t t t N N
/ dt1/ dtg---/ dtnT<H[(t1)--~H1(tn))
t/ t'+A t

/+A

t t
A dty- - / dt,, T(H,(@) S Hl(tn)) Hi(t') +O(A?)
t'+A t'+A

J/

A t,t dtg---/t/t dty (Hr(t2) - Hr(1,)) Hr(t) + O(A?)

t t t t N N
- / dtl/ dtg/ dt3~--/ dtnT<H1(t1)~~HI(tn)>
4 t t'+A t

/+A

t t t
- A dtl/ dtg-"/ dt, T(H](t1>H](t3)"'H[(tn)> H[(t/)
¢ t4+A t4+A

t t
—A | dty-- / dt, T(Hf(tg) . HI(tn)) Hi(t) +0(A?)
t’ t/

t t t t N N
- / dtl/ dtQ/ dt3-~/ dtnT<H1(t1)mHI(tn)>
t/ t t'+A t

I+A
t t R R R
oA dty e | dtay T(Hl(tl) . Hl(tn,l)) (1) + O(A?)
t! t!
t t R .
- / dty - dtnT<H1(t1) : --H[(tn))
t! t!
t t
A [ dtye | dta T(Hl(tl) . H,(tn,l)) Hi(t) + O(A?) . (B3)
4 t/
Substituting Eq. into Eq. gives us

d

t t —~ ~
dty--- dt, T H[(tl)"‘HI(tn)
dt’ t 14 ( )

t t
—n/ dty--- dtp—1 T(H](tl)"'H[(tn,1)> H[(t/) ,
t t!

(B4)
from which we conclude that
% T<e—ifttf dr ﬁ1(7)> — il (¢) — 112' /; dr Hy(r)Hi(t') + ...
iT <e—i Sy dr 1%@)) Hi(t') . (B5)
Using Eq. , we finally obtain
% exp [i81(t,1)] = —iexp [i8(t, )] %S}(t') , (B6)

which proves the first equality in Eq. . Analogously, we use
d [t t'+A t'+A =N -
/ dt1~--/ dtnT<H](t1)---H](tn)>
0 0

_/Ot, dt1~--/0t/ dtnT<ﬁ1(t1)--~ﬁI(tn))] . (B7)

— -
Alino A

t/
dtl---/ dt, T\ Hi(tq ~--H](tn
a ), ; (Ar(e) )
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Subsequently,
t/+A t/+A ~ ~
/ dtl.../ dtn T (Hy () Hy(tn)
0

0
t/ t'+A t'+A =N -
:/ dtl/ dtg---/ dtnT(HI(tl)---HI(tn))
0 0 0

. t'+A t'+A = -
+AH1(t/)/ dtQ"'/ dtnT(HI(t2) o 'Hl(tn)) +0O(A?)
0 0

4 4
AT ) [ dty- - / dto T(Hy(t2) -+ Hi(tn)) + O(A%)
0 0

t’ t’ t'+A t'+A . .
:/ dtl/ dtg/ dt3~~~/ dtnT<H1(t1)mHI(tn))
0 0 0 0
- t’ t'+A t'+A . . .
+AH1(t’)/ dtl/ dt3-~/ dtnT<H1(t1)H1(t3)---HI(tn))
0 0 0
4 4

+ AH(t) /0 dty - /0 dtnT(ﬁI(t2)~--ﬁz(tn>)+0<A2)

t' t’ t'+A t'+A - .
= / dtl/ dtz/ dts - / dt, T<H](t1) H[(tn)>
0 0 0 0

t’ t/
+2AHI(t’)/ dtl---/ dtn,1T<HI(t1)---H](tn,1)>—|—(’)(A2)
0 0

- /Ot,dtl---/Ot,dtnT<ﬁ1(t1)---f[l(tn)>
N /Ot dtl---/ot Aty D(Ay(1) - Hr(t)) +O(A%) . (BY)

which leads us to

d t/ t/ R R
il ZT(H o Hy(ty,
i | o /O dty (1) (1))
= nH[(t')/ dtl"'/ dt,—1 T(H[(tl)--'H](tnfl)) . (BQ)
0 0
Therefore, we conclude
d (=i fy dr Hi(7) NS - WA L
%T e ~Jo = —1H1(t)—|-FHI(t) drHi(t) + ...
: 0
. Y ~
- —iH[(t’)T(e_lfo dTHW)) , (B10)

and, using Eq. (11]), prove that also
d .5 . d 5 .5
2 EXP [151(15’)] = 1@51(15') exp [151(75’)] (B11)
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is true.
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